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REMARKS 

* ! ^ h - v i re* 'ev\ed 1 I 2' 2* 

Action. At the time of the Final Office Action, Claims 13, 1.5-20 and 22-26 were pending, 
and Claims 1-12, 14 and 21 were previously cancelled. Claims 13, 15-20 and 22-26 were 
rejected m the Final Office Action Independent Claims 13, 20, and 26 are herein amended, 
spp ' am tern V i: eqn^ wcon- Ltat^on and allowance <<fab ncndm J 

Rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12 

Claims 13. 15-20 and 22-26 were rejected by the Examiner under 35 U.S.C. §112. 
first paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description requirement In particular, 
hie j \amuK; . \ 0 e- 

... there is nothing [in] the specification to disclose "a third part) service 
provided by a third party," "establishing and permitting a connection to a 
local wireless network to receive at least a portion of the third party 
service" and "the third party service comprises access to one or more 
■ mpshutsons." 

< ma t Jffiev \eiion, page 4) 
Apphcut.W v p. .'fi \ ^.v l.' 

When a disclosure describes a claimed invention in a manner that permits one skilled 
in the art ' reasonably conclude that the inventor possessed the claimed invention the written 

dc v! "M! U >1 - >n M , vO s 1 ^1 P "1< > bu PCs O>!0) TO X' dk)Hf!" il> 

number lw ^ and an Applicant need not describe every claim feature exactiy because there 
- no }t /o > requirement dip p ^ 1 ( ■>) dim o satisfs the written description 
requirement ail that is required is "reasonable clarity 2' (MPEP § 2163.02). Also, an adequate 
ie, * - ndv < ^ >wo a K »es smpbes reset ctem ssdosu<\s r 

m^ < , \ a , ' e n c- l s o c uo\ h <■ >v tnd t U tmn ae tVPi ! ^ 
2162(1), Mod i 1 I o C>\ it n. nmpvfrtant to be mind fit! M ths general!) Inumv correlation 
between the level of skill and knowledge in the art and the specificity of disclosure necessary 
to tpf < q ii in O IP P t ! \ f m 

t i s •> in v. s id more 

d v . ts 
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i Ex. er ack vledg that paragraph 0015 o< *e jecificati i dis es "a 

third item of information about at least one service provided by the local area network 5 '; 
panguph 0< m JtsJo--cs u A" l\ \pp! .no 1 1 oe\ \\ U it v n pr ^ 

three digits { Je^ nuh 1 |uel> Uemifi< the V \ L ppi u map s 1 

0101 indOl 5 isclo.se the AppH tion codes sue! as \irp t H tel Station o Coffee 

Shop 1 trul o v A o >. iowo > >k \ s \,; eespne hes< 

teachings, " ere k nine < c s^ ahout the service < spp i video ot 
offered by the third party."" (Id.) 

^pr ( i i . ^ t atsaeeve \ vmius subsist thai > > aVrunan A 1 >n Ik 

1 i v. tfit the teachu gs r Led bs 

the ! \ ) .ik-'-w, v-tth o'uer ica..r -_<-■ ot the -poMpom-ai, tilth C \ x<. the sm; 
mi< cK -s , t >! J parly -f\ne " 

\pplk - -tK u f ) discusses situations if which users ve access or do not 
have access to certain applications like "Airport," "Station/* "Hotel Luxury Category/' 
v iUeL \f <: \v s . \ s . <yr and ~t ekee Shop." Reading this, a person of ordinary skill in 
the art would have understood two implicit consequences: 

ido.es- I these no ^.s mm has t he inui the mnemot i are 
>n i- 1 s >'w he t hm the one tin ' > as >t.J 

- i ons, hotels and coffee sh ps are usua y no nobik 
radio providers bin rather tV other companies, the applications named ibr these areas 
i u > ! ad . pro\ ids • but rather b the c top; s ling 

services In these areas. 

The specification also teaches: 

* Because oi the appl ic ation of WLAN in hot spots it is assumed that in the 
„ <. v , , t< m a-- \uti „ >i -a. At C p'o\ i 

vMtlftkk M w I p ) { 1 h V v. Sv O ! v 

WLAN technologies p; ph 0007 n I sis added 

« "'A system and method is disclosed for operating its accordance with the 
U \'i $ stas idard . i r ea v . >tv rm h s ^ • , J v. cm ; , e - ; . ^ t , , < i v 
liviAOlA-d' (paragraph 00 i 1 ) (emphasis added) 
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Further, in the Background section, the specification teaches: 




As a consequence, when read with the teachings of the specification mentioned 

above: 

one oi srdmar} skill in the art would reasonab!} ;onskler m access point" 
c rovidet 1 t! o pa e 



iui! ie .kccss ps-intN ne uford man. skill the art -o dJ i t-,o;uTp jchtdc thai 
the limitation "establishing and permitting a connection to a local wireless network to 
tevcive , » v ' Ik O oj re susia -id i ml | tie ix 

rdin ki d v. art > d < > mad • x 

A - s "at least one appl eatie has ,me\ e 

! hit 1 parts tervice eomp ce ! ' 

apphcationsT 

In view of the foregoing. Applicants respectfully submit that one or ordinarily skill in 
the art would reasonably conclude that the "third party service" limitations in Applicants' 
C aims -ov A,yoaA\ dk-Ao-.ee - the \> i . - ' least implieifiy. 

Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request reconsideration and withdrawal of the 
rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 0 2. 



the ph 



use in pw 



in paragraph 000 



to WLA.N a station is associated with one 
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Amended Claims 13, 20. and 26 arc Aiiowab k over the Cited References, 

Claims 13 and 20 were rejected under 35 U.S.C, §103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent No. 6,941,146 C'KnaneHuise'} in view of U.S. Patent Application Publication 
No. 2004/00934] 8 pTwrw')- 

Ins >end< Claim 26 was rejected undes 55 t Si Hsa) <v I g vM< c 
over Knauerhase in view of 7wo;n/ and U.S. Patent Application Publication Mo, 
2004/0076128 ('%"). 

j argued: 

Finally , Claim 13 explicitly recites that all of the first, second third and 
fourth items of network information are all. stored in the same second item of 
iu'ii isum i ;;::•! 

KtKwerhas v.-c \c- firs, second, third and fourth items of network information 
as >e fwnr-\> , d, v< rohich Applicants oS\otsl 'i a -e (;»/., >\k 
does not teach that these alleged first, second, third and fourth items of network 
i ire > < > t m m of identification info 
(Response to Office Action, November 23, 2009) 

In response, in the Final Office Action, the Examiner argued thai Claim 13 did not 
actually teach this limitation argued by Applicants, (Final Office Action, page 2: 'The claim 
is silent to what Applicant explicitly argues.") Although Applicants do not necessarily agree, 

X 3 i \ ! \ k\ f <iWi SO 1 I KMX J f 

Ft •■ exampk. en. n,Lv. { i.a n 3 sow recites, in part; 

wherein the first, second, third, and fourth items of 
network information are stored in the same item of identification 
information; and 

based at least on the first, second, third, and fourth items of 
network information stored in the same item of identification 
*m smum* , t nt l >u { tm' v m i fit. ! v. s e> ^ 
i el s to receive at least a portion of the third parts' service via the 
local area network. 
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KaPis mumt ■■ it-. dsn ' " 1 1 j\s no! xach u is iean se vhx is 

now explicitly recited m the claims. 

In pplican n s ' x>< t , < >s c < se 

not % s\ ! f i ! <.<. ^ i ^ Ik ! < si t v n t . il, 

T v n egs hat £ s ?-/?£« teaches this lim atiof at col 3 lines N - 48 IG 5 
col. 4 UiKs ^; 1 1 1 " k s i i i Ho\. if i 1 t < 

teach: 

i'or example, FIG. 3 illustrates a mobile device 300 having, as is 
>cx ning requemK mart u.r n .n muln A v tj,\- . cUv wired) 
irans-ci-hei Deluding .1 Bluetooth transceiver 302, an S02 I! transceivei 
3AU, utd an <th«. r transcc d'ls) 306 not speedtea s c \ssunnm 

FIG. 2 s ippitcu ^ the uuu of PIG 3. the cbe <■ ' , ik s 20( ,u 
Baeooti trun^eiwr AC i^u d- 3 f 8 v dm d . m ! i v' > 
location provides Bluetooth service, it 210 there are remaining untested 
transceivers, e.g., the 802. i I and other transceivers 304, 3062 they are also 
. Xd . 0 li A\ ntK s 1 t. >id, J > H \r ti. 'x n c ^ 

have been processed, the illustrated operations end 210, Various 
embodiment; ma\ e< > I 208 varh us > 5 ;l \ iependmg on the needs and 
requirements. For example, minimally, it is only necessary to record 208 
what types of connectivity are available for a particular location. 

(col 3. lines 27-48} 

if 502 a map server is found, a test, is performed to determine it 504 
sharing is restricted, For example, due to security, privacy, or other policy 

i. v i t ' n t hi dc-- r.ihk to v s 1 ■> i m - 

entire local connectivity map to the map server, and the client may elect to 
).i e ii ) portion of its local t ect y map hu il 

restricted sharing, an appropriate policy or rule is consulted and applied 
506. and allowed portions of the client's connectivity map are shared 508. 

(col 3, lines 27-48) 
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None cite* ] rt m Qumerh tcachc n item e rl information 

that uniquely Identifies a local area network (LAN), First coi. 3, lines 27-48 does not teach 
any network > 'o' rm thai nnkutd> i km C .<_• a 1 \\ instead, the pus^-aee raereh slates 
that the mobile device may be a Bluetooth device, and concludes that "[yjarious 
k vi n o.orj 2w? > s da pvnJ.it ic neeJs and ret. nts For 

example, minimally, it is only necessary to record 208 what types of connectivity are 
available for a particular location." 

Secoad, coi. 3, lines 27-48 and Figure 5 discuss a "connectivity map" and 
. * ee .a - - - t e d . e -tv , i nneem st map <> nk u v.! e f uti to > 
s (} < h - n's can v v j with <{.»* Hem of > t> >/ < ' 1 , <. > 

rf< -am. $ a T ca an i m twork \ conncctivit\ map dues not inherentE unique!) IdentiE s . 
local area neto < 
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an stem of network information thai uniquely identifies a local area network iovhich they do 
not}. Kncwerhase would still Sail to teach ihat such information is stored in same item of 
identification information as all of the first second, and herd items oi network information 
f « • establish and permit a connection to a local wireless 

network to receive m least a portion of a third part} service via the local area network, as 
recited in Claim ! 3. Knauerhme simply docs not teach these recited limitations. 

Fhus fo it least e reasons set forth >os ip\ \k s res] fully ret 
I wanes > ended < aim .1 is well as all claims that depe d there! m fn d ion < 
analogous reasons. Applicants respectfully request allowance of amended independent 
ns > i o swel > i «m s hut depend therefrom 

.AliOefieatietu Cl aims art- Allowable. 

Claims 15-16 and 22-23 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §J03(a) as being unpatentable 
*we> .V<«.! t ^ a \ kw ct C>.> a 

Dependent Claims 17C9 and 24-25 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §H)3ta) as being 
■unpatentable «>vs;r\' , • .a /;.<•> - e-\ i>l /«(»>," mj I *> t 5 ia > \ < (. . » ^ i Mo ,i sen No 
2003/01 19481 {"Havemwf). 

Applicants submit that all dependent claims are allowable at least because they 
c independ in w n above to be illowable Purine fi t fails 
o leach m ieauae:, ! ^'oujet claims no .nj> h \ jiw.v . EamO. and Eo<> as 
discussed above. Further. Applicants do not concede that any of the proposed combinations 
v v\ j v t er. 1 Si 1 least h se reasons Vppiicams cspeot IK 

eques ec< - era* t .am dl w ce v xi pe * > depend 1 eh in 
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CONCLUSION 

pplicants I k sarae m to j jl ^ w. v i 1 i ! 

e res t to ixm Applicants espe< iilly re< s f 1 as Seratkra of the 
pending claims. 

Applicant 4 ; respectfully submit a Request for Continued Examination {RCB} 
ransmittal nm - ( >er is uthorizeci < charge the fee T$8 equirx tepos 

Account 50-487 = in order to effectuate this filing. 

Applicants also authorize the Commissioner to charge $490 for a two-month 
extension of time. 

Applicants believe there are no fees due at this time. However, the Commissioner is 
hereby authorized to charge any fees necessary or credit any overpayment to Deposit 
Account. No. 50-487] of King & Spalding LLP. 

If there are any matters concerning this Application mat may he cleared up in a 
e ^ i re v mavt Applicants' attorney at 512 157 2030. 

Respectfully submitted. 
KING & SPALDING LLP 
Attorney for Applicants 

Eric M Grabski 
Registration No. 51,749 

Date: July 26, 2010 
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